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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Applicant's amendment dated August 15, 2007, responding to the Office action 
mailed May 15, 2007 provided in the rejection of claims 1-27, wherein claims 1, 17-18, 
and 23 are amended. 

Claims 1-27 remain pending in the application and which have been fully 
considered by the examiner. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims rejection have been fully considered but 
are moot in view of the new grounds of rejection - see Blackwell et al. - art made of record, as 
applied hereto. 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, 
will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final 
action. 
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Claim Objections 

2. The currently amended Claim 23 is objected to because the following 
informalities: 

• "to indicate the relationship between test results, version of the test case, and 
version of source code under test", claim 23, lines 4-5, should be corrected 
"to indicate the relationships between test results, version of the test case, 
and version of source code under test" 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103(a) 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

3. Claims 1-11 and 17-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mandava et al., (Pat. No. US 7,210,066 B2) (hereinafter 'Mandava- 
V) in view of Blackwell et ah, (Pub. No. US 2005/0166094 A1 ) (hereinafter 'Blackwell' - 
art made of record) 
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4. As to claim 1 (Currently Amended), Mandava-1 discloses an application test 

management system comprising: 

• a version component (e.g., Col. 8, Lines 18-24, 27-32 - the spec element 

requires the identification, name, version, define .... to describe the specification 
document, 41-43 - version element is configured to describe the version of the 
specification document; Fig. 2, element 202 - assertion coverage tool ; Fig. 6, 
step 606; Col. 19, Lines 39-42) that monitors source under test components (Fig. 
1 A; Fig. 1 B-1 ; Fig. 2, element 200 - assertion document ; Fig. 6, step 602) and 
test components (e.g., Fig. 2, element of 210 - static XML file ; Fig. 6, step 604) 
for changes. 

Mandava-1 does not explicitly disclose a test case file component that includes 
metadata associated with test components and source under test components received 
from the version component that indicates relationships between versions of source 
under test components and version of test cases, the test case file component includes 
attributes necessary for query and test management, source under test components 
represent specific versions of source code. 

However, in an analogous art of Testing Tool Comprising an Automated 
Multidimensional Traceability Matrix for Implementing and Validating Complex Software 
System, Blackwell discloses a test case file component that includes metadata 
associated with test components and source under test components received from the 
version component that indicates relationships between versions of source under test 
components and version of test cases, the test case file component includes attributes 
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necessary for query and test management, source under test components represent 
specific versions of source code (e.g., [0018], Lines 1-13 -An automated software 
tracking and testing tool comprised an Automated Multidimensional Traceability Matrix 
has been developed to keep track of the complex relationships between various 
components of complex software system and assist in the regression testing needed in 
the integration and subsequent modification of the complex software system. The 
Automated Multidimensional Traceability Matrix is used to store the relationship 
information between test cases (predetermined scenarios involving a series of specified 
transactions to test the behavior of one or more software components of the complex 
software system) and/or the individual components of the complex software system : 
[0020], Lines 4-1 5 - automatically producing reports to show what test cases need 
further testing , identifying what test cases from previous work were affected by a 
modification to the system, and enabling auditing of changes to ensure compliance with 
internal requirements or regulatory requirement, while providing such support for non- 
regulated areas as well; [0200] - the present invention comprises a method for 
documenting the entry of data pertaining to relationships between program modules for 
a complex software system, which is tested by running selected test cases : The auditing 
Database may also include a pointer to an archived copy of the original and modified 
versions of the Test Case Catalog entries for the test case in question; [0238], Lines 11- 
24 - the automated regress tester then compares the second test log to the first test log 
and reports any discrepancies in data : such discrepancies may indicate a bug in the 
new/ported version of the service application). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Blackwell into the Mandava-1's 
system to further provide a test case file component that includes metadata associated 
with test components and source under test components received from the version 
component that indicates relationships between versions of source under test 
components and version of test cases, the test case file component includes attributes 
necessary for query and test management, source under test components represent 
specific versions of source code in Mandava-1 system. 

The motivation is that it would further enhance the Mandava-1 's system by taking, 
advancing and/or incorporating Blackwell's system which offers significant advantages 
that an improved automated software tools that allows the complex interrelationships 
between software modules and test cases to be identified automatically , allowing an 
operator to make a much more efficient determination of what fraction of the test cases 
need retesting; a tool to assist software testing that can take advantage of the data in a 
Traceabilitv Matrix to provide automated roadmaps of relationships between affected 
test cases in order to more efficiently select test cases needed for proper testing 
following a change in one or more software modules or other system components as 
once suggested by Blackwell (e.g., [0017]). 

5. As to claim 2 (original) (incorporating the rejection in claim 1), Mandava-1 
discloses the system wherein the test case file component includes a pointer to the 
source under test (e.g., Abstract, Lines 10-15 - the method is correlating each of the 
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tagged assertions in the assertion document with the test cases in the static file so as to 
determine test coverage of the specification; Col. 1, Line 65 through Col. 2, Lines 7, 16- 
28). 

6. As to claim 3 (original) (incorporating the rejection in claim 1), Mandava-1 
discloses the system wherein the test case file component includes a pointer to 
requirement for test data (e.g., Abstract, Lines 10-15 - the method is correlating each of 
the tagged assertions in the assertion document with the test cases in the static file so 
as to determine test coverage of the specification; Col. 1, Line 65 through Col. 2, Lines 

7, 16-28; Fig. 5, step 506; Col. 28, Lines 20-24 - each assertion in the assertion 
document is correlated with a test case in the test suite). 

7. As to claim 4 (original) (incorporating the rejection in claim 1), Mandava-1 
discloses the system wherein the test case file component includes a pointer to 
requirement and/or configuration under test data (e.g., Abstract, Lines 10-15 - the 
method is correlating each of the tagged assertions in the assertion document with the 
test cases in the static file so as to determine test coverage of the specification; Col. 1, 
Line 65 through Col. 2, Lines 7, 16-28; Fig. 5, step 506; Col. 28, Lines 20-24 - each 
assertion in the assertion document is correlated with a test case in the test suite). 
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8. As to claim 5 (original) (incorporating the rejection in claim 1), Mandava-1 
discloses the system wherein the test case file component includes a pointer to a test 
case component (e.g., Fig. 3E-1; Fig. 3E-2; Col. 26, Line 61 through Col. 27, Line 4) 

9. As to claim 6 (original) (incorporating the rejection in claim 1), Mandava-1 
discloses the system wherein the test case file component is loaded into memory or 
treated as a database to facilitate management operations including at least one of 
query, reporting, suite composition and scheduling (e.g., Fig. 2, elements 204 - XSLT 
Interface, 206 - Users; Fig. 3A, elements 204, 206; Col. 25, Lines 32-34; Col. 26, 8-17; 
Fig. 3G; Col. 27, Lines 38-50). 

10. As to claim 7 (original) (incorporating the rejection in claim 1), Mandava-1 
discloses the system wherein the test case file component is an XML document (e.g., 
Fig. 5, step 504 - read a static XML file for a test suite; Fig. 6, steps 604-608). 

11. As to claim 8 (Previously Presented) (incorporating the rejection in claim 7), 
Mandava-1 discloses the system wherein the XSLT is employed to facilitate 
management operations including at least one of selection, query, reporting, suit 
composition, and scheduling (e.g., Fig. 2, element 204 - XSLT Interface; Col. 25, Lines 
32-34 - users can query the assertion coverage tool using an XSLT interface; Col. 26, 
Lines 8-17; Fig. 3A, element 204 - XSLT Interface). 
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12. As to claim 9 (original) (incorporating the rejection in claim 1), Mandava-1 
discloses the system wherein the test case file component is located in the source file 
under test (e.g., Abstract, Lines 10-15 - the method is correlating each of the tagged 
assertions in the assertion document with the test cases in the static file so as to 
determine test coverage of the specification; Col. 1 , Line 65 through Col. 2, Lines 7, 1 6- 
28). 

13. As to claim 10 (original) (incorporating the rejection in claim 9), Mandava-1 
discloses the system wherein the test case file component is loaded into a test catalog 
(e.g., Fig. 3F-1; Fig. 3F-2; Col. 27, Lines 5-37). 

14. As to claim 11 (original) (incorporating the rejection in claim 8), Mandava-1 
discloses the system wherein the test case component specified in the test case file 
component is loaded into the test catalog (e.g., Fig. 3F-1; Fig. 3F-2; Col. 27, Lines 5- 
37). 

15. As to claim 17 (Currently Amended), Mandava-1 discloses a test management 
methodology comprising: 

• retrieving metadata regarding test version information in relation to software code 
version under test (e.g., Fig. 2, element 204 - XSLT Interface; Col. 26, Lines 9- 
1 7 - data associated with each and every assertion in each specification can be 
correlated with data in the applicable static XML file; Fig. 6, step 608). . 
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Mandava-1 does not explicitly disclose persisting the metadata to a markup 
language file versidned with test assets and source code. 

However, in an analogous art of Testing Tool Comprising an Automated 
Multidimensional Traceability Matrix for Implementing and Validating Complex Software 
System, Blackwell discloses persisting the metadata to a markup language file 
versioned with test assets and source code (e.g., [0018], Lines 1-13 -An automated 
software tracking and testing tool comprised an Automated Multidimensional 
Traceability Matrix has been developed to keep track of the complex relationships 
between various components of complex software system and assist in the regression 
testing needed in the integration and subsequent modification of the complex software 
system. The Automated Multidimensional Traceability Matrix is used to store the 
relationship information between test cases (predetermined scenarios involving a series 
of specified transactions to test the behavior of one or more software components of the 
complex software system) and/or the individual components of the complex software 
system : [0020], Lines 4-1 5 - automatically producing reports to show what test cases 
need further testing , identifying what test cases from previous work were affected by a 
modification to the system, and enabling auditing of changes to ensure compliance with 
internal requirements or regulatory requirement, while providing such support for non- 
regulated areas as well; [0200] - the present invention comprises a method for 
documenting the entry of data pertaining to relationships between program modules for 
a complex software system, which is tested by running selected test cases : The auditing 
Database may also include a pointer to an archived copy of the original and modified 
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versions of the Test Case Catalog entries for the test case in question; [0238], Lines 11- 
24 - the automated regress tester then compares the second test log to the first test log 
and reports any discrepancies in data ; such discrepancies may indicate a bug in the 
new/ported version of the service application; Table 1; [0294] - XML elements 
employed in the automated tool of the present invention are shown in Table 1). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Blackwell into the Mandava-1's 
system to further provide persisting the metadata to a markup language file versioned 
with test assets and source code in Mandava-1 system. 

The motivation is that it would further enhance the Mandava-1 's system by taking, 
advancing and/or incorporating Blackweirs system which offers significant advantages 
that an improved automated software tools that allows the complex interrelationships 
between software modules and test cases to be identified automatically , allowing an 
operator to make a much more efficient determination of what fraction of the test cases 
need retesting; a tool to assist software testing that can take advantage of the data in a 
Traceability Matrix to provide automated roadmaps of relationships between affected 
test cases in order to more efficiently select test cases needed for proper testing 
following a change in one or more software modules or other system components as 
once suggested by Blackwell (e.g., [0017]). 



16. As to claim 18 (Currently Amended) (incorporating the rejection in claim 17), 
Blackwell discloses the method wherein version information is retrieved from a version 
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component that monitors changes to source code versions and test versions (e.g., 
[0018], Lines 1-13 -An automated software tracking and testing tool comprised an 
Automated Multidimensional Traceability Matrix has been developed to keep track of 
the complex relationships between various components of complex software system 
and assist in the regression testing needed in the integration and subsequent 
modification of the complex software system. The Automated Multidimensional 
Traceability Matrix is used to store the relationship information between test cases 
(predetermined scenarios involving a series of specified transactions to test the 
behavior of one or more software components of the complex software system) and/or 
the individual components of the complex software system ; [0020], Lines 4-15 - 
automatically producing reports to show what test cases need further testing , identifying 
what test cases from previous work were affected by a modification to the system, and 
enabling auditing of changes to ensure compliance with internal requirements or 
regulatory requirement, while providing such support for non-regulated areas as well; 
[0200] - the present invention comprises a method for documenting the entry of data 
pertaining to relationships between program modules for a complex software system, 
which is tested by running selected test cases : The auditing Database may also include 
a pointer to an archived copy of the original and modified versions of the Test Case 
Catalog entries for the test case in question; [0238], Lines 1 1-24 - the automated 
regress tester then compares the second test log to the first test log and reports any 
discrepancies in data ; such discrepancies may indicate a bug in the new/ported version 
of the service application). 
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17. As to claim 19 (original) (incorporating the rejection in claim 17), Mandava-1 
discloses the method wherein the file is an XML file (e.g., Col. 4, Lines 26-40; Fig. 3A, 
elements 210a - Static XML File, 210b - Static XML File; Fig. 5, step 504 - read a 
static XML file for a test suit; Fig. 6, steps 604-608) 

18. As to claim 20 (original) (incorporating the rejection in claim 19), Mandava-1 
discloses the method wherein the file comprises a pointer to at least one of a source 
under test, requirement under test, and configuration under test (e.g., Abstract, Lines 
10-15 - the method is correlating each of the tagged assertions in the assertion 
document with the test cases in the static file so as to determine test coverage of the 
specification; Col. 1, Line 65 through Col. 2, Lines 7, 16-28; Fig. 5, step 506; Col. 28, 
Lines 20-24 - each assertion in the assertion document is correlated with a test case in 
the test suite). 

19. As to claim 21 (original) (incorporating the rejection in claim 19), Mandava-1 
discloses the method further comprising transforming the XM.L file utilizing XSLT to 
enable management operations to be performed on the data including at least one of 
selection, query, reporting, suit composition, and scheduling (e.g., Fig. 2, element 204 - 
XSLT Interface; Col. 25, Lines 32-34 - users can query the assertion coverage tool 
using an XSLT interface; Col. 26, Lines 8-17; Fig. 3A, element 204 - XSLT Interface). 
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20. As to claim 22 (original) (incorporating the rejection in claim 17), Mandava-1 
discloses a computer readable medium having stored thereon computer executable 
instructions for carrying out the method of claim 17 (e.g., Col. 31, Line 1 through Col. 
32, Line 22) 

21 . Claims 23-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mandava et al., (Pat. No. US 7,203,928 B2) (hereinafter 'Mandava-2') in view of 
Blackwell. 

22. As to claim 23 (Currently Amended), Mandava-2 discloses a testing 
methodology comprising: 

• loading a test case (e.g., Fig. 1, elements 104a - 104n; Col. 7, Lines 51-64) in 
accordance with a test ease file stored in a source file; 

• executing the test case (e.g., Fig. 1 , element 102 - target application; Col. 7, 
Lines 51-53 - a plurality of applications 104a - 104n for execution by a target 
application) on a source under test. 

Mandava-1 does not explicitly disclose generating test results, wherein the test 
results are version tagged to indicate the relationship between test results, version of 
the test case, and version of the source code under test. 

However, in an analogous art of Testing Tool Comprising an Automated 
Multidimensional Traceability Matrix for Implementing and Validating Complex Software 
System, Blackwell discloses generating test results, wherein the test results are version 
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tagged to indicate the relationship between test results, version of the test case, and 
version of the source code under test (e.g., [0018], Lines 1-13 -An automated software 
tracking and testing tool comprised an Automated Multidimensional Traceability Matrix 
has been developed to keep track of the complex relationships between various 
components of complex software system and assist in the regression testing needed in 
the integration and subsequent modification of the complex software system. The 
Automated Multidimensional Traceability Matrix is used to store the relationship 
information between test cases (predetermined scenarios involving a series of specified 
transactions to test the behavior of one or more software components of the complex 
software system) and/or the individual components of the complex software system : 
[0020], Lines 4-1 5 - automatically producing reports to show what test cases need 
further testing , identifying what test cases from previous work were affected by a 
modification to the system, and enabling auditing of changes to ensure compliance with 
internal requirements or regulatory requirement, while providing such support for non- 
regulated areas as well; [0200] - the present invention comprises a method for 
documenting the entry of data pertaining to relationships between program modules for 
a complex software system, which is tested by running selected test cases : The auditing 
Database may also include a pointer to an archived copy of the original and modified 
versions of the Test Case Catalog entries for the test case in question; [0238], Lines 11- 
24 - the automated regress tester then compares the second test log to the first test log 
and reports any discrepancies in data ; such discrepancies may indicate a bug in the 
new/ported version of the service application). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Blackwell into the Mandava-1's 
system to further provide generating test results, wherein the test results are version 
tagged to indicate the relationship between test results, version of the test case, and 
version of the source code under test in Mandava-1 system. 

The motivation is that it would further enhance the Mandava-1's system by taking, 
advancing and/or incorporating Blackweirs system which offers significant advantages 
that an improved automated software tools that allows the complex interrelationships 
between software modules and test cases to be identified automatically , allowing an 
operator to make a much more efficient determination of what fraction of the test cases 
need retesting; a tool to assist software testing that can take advantage of the data in a 
Traceabilitv Matrix to provide automated roadmaps of relationships between affected 
test cases in order to more efficiently select test cases needed for proper testing 
following a change in one or more software modules or other system components as 
once suggested by Blackwell (e.g., [0017]). 

23. As to claim 24 (original) (incorporating the rejection in claim 23), Mandava-2 
discloses the method further comprising saving test results to an XML file (e.g., Fig. 1 , 
elements 1 14 - Dynamic XML File, 1 18 - Dynamic XML Results File; Fig. 2A, elements 
1 14 - Dynamic XML File, 1 16 - Dynamic XML Results File; Fig. 4, elements 1 14"a - 
1 14"c, 1 18" - Merged Dynamic XML Results File). 
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24. As to claim 25 (original) (incorporating the rejection in claim 23), Mandava-2 
discloses the method further comprising publishing the test results to an enterprise data 
store (e.g., Fig. 4, elements 124 - Report Tool, 126 - DB). 

25. As to claim 26 (original) (incorporating the rejection in claim 23), Mandava-2 
discloses the method wherein the version tags indicate the version of the source under 
test and the version of the test (e.g., Col. 2, Lines 36-46 - matching each test case in 
the dynamic file with a corresponding test case in the static file...; Fig. 3E; Col. 18, 
Lines 43-53; Fig. 9; Col. 20, Lines 18-27). 

26. As to claim 27 (original) (incorporating the rejection in claim 23), Mandava-2 
discloses a computer readable medium having stored thereon computer executable 
instructions for carrying out the method of claim 23 (e.g., Col. 21 , Line 45 through Col. 
24, Line 13). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103(a) 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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27. Claims 12-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mandava-1 in view of Blackwell and further in view of Mandava-2. 

28. As to claim 12 (original) (incorporating the rejection in claim 11), Mandava-1 and 
Blackwell do not explicitly disclose the system wherein a test execution component 
executes the test case on the software under test and generates test results. 

However, in an analogous art of method and system for generating and 
maintaining uniform test results, Mandava-2 discloses the system wherein a test 
execution component executes the test case on the software under test and generates 
test results (e.g., Fig. 1, element 102 - target application; Col. 7, Lines 51-53 - a 
plurality of applications 104a - 104n for execution by a target application; Fig. 1 , 
element 1 14 - dynamic XML file). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Mandava-2 into the Mandava- 
1-BlackweH's system to further provide the system wherein a test execution component 
executes the test case on the software under test and generates test results in 
Mandava-1 -Blackwell system. 

The motivation is that it would further enhance Mandava-1 -Blackwell system by 
taking, advancing and/or incorporating Mandava-2's system which offers significant 
advantages to provide a flexible methodology and system for collecting and maintaining 
consistent test results generated as a result of a software application execution as once 
suggested by Mandava-2 (e.g., Col. 1, Lines 44-57). 
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29. As to claim 13 (original) (incorporating the rejection in claim 12), Mandava-2 
discloses the system wherein the test results are tagged with the test case component 
and source under test component versions for historical and/or trend analysis (e.g., Col. 
2, Lines 36-46 - matching each test case in the dynamic file with a corresponding test 
case in the static file...; Fig. 3E; Col. 18, Lines 43-53; Fig. 9; Col. 20, Lines 18-27). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102(e) 

The following is quotation of 35 U.S.C. 102(e) which form the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this office action: 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

30. Claims 14-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Mandava-1 

31 . As to claim 14 (original), Mandava-1 discloses a test management system 
comprising: a means for maintaining fine-grained track of a test's relation to a version of 
software under test (e.g., Fig. 2, element 204 -XSLT Interface; Col. 26, Lines 9-17 - 
data associated with each and every assertion in each specification can be correlated 
with data in the applicable static XML file - Fig. 3A - step 200a - 'Specification A' and 
Col. 26, Lines 20-32 - version 200a-200c; Fig. 6, step 608); and a means for querying 
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test data to facilitate generation of test management reports (e.g., Fig. 3G; Col. 27, 
Lines 38-50). 

32. As to claim 15 (original) (incorporating the rejection in claim 14), Mandava-1 
discloses the system wherein the means for maintaining fine-grained track of a test's 
relation to a version of software under test includes persisting software version 
information and related test information to an XML file (e.g., Fig. 2, element 204 - XSLT 
Interface; Col. 26, Lines 9-17 - data associated with each and every assertion in each 
specification can be correlated with data in the applicable static XML file; Fig. 6, step 
608) 

33. As to claim 16 (original) (incorporating the rejection in claim 15), Mandava-1 
discloses the system wherein the XML file is transformed utilizing XSLT to enable test 
data to be queried (e.g., Fig. 2, element 204 - XSLT Interface; Col. 26, Lines 9-17 - 
data associated with each and every assertion in each specification can be correlated 
with data in the applicable static XML file; Fig. 6, step 608). 
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Conclusion 

34. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

• D. Anderson, System and Method for Software Testing with Extensible 
Markup Language and Extensible Stylesheet Language (Pat. No. US 
7,127,641 B1) 

• Fox et al., Run-time Architecture for Enterprise Integration with 
Transformation Generation (Pat. No. US 7,146,399 B2) 

• J. Arcand, Methods and Processes for Validating Reports (Pub. No. US 
2004/0128653 A1) 

35. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ben C. Wang whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1240. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 
p.m., EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tuan Q. Dam can be reached on 571-272-3695. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



Application/Control Number: 10/822,454 
Art Unit: 2192 



Page 22 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




BCW 




October 16,2007 



